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Remarks 

Claims 1-27 are now pending in this application. Claims l-27are rejected. 
Claims 1, 3, 6, 9, 11, 13-15, 17, 21, 22, 24, 26, and 27 have been amended. No new 
matter has been added. 

Applicants respectfully submit that a copy, with Examiner's initials and 
signature, of infomiation disclosure statement (PTO-1449A) mailed on September 20, 
2001 has not been provided with the Office Action. Applicants respectfully request 
that an executed copy of the information disclosure statement be provided. 

The objections to the drawings is respectfully traversed. Applicants 
respectfully submit a substitute set of formal drawings. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request that the objections to the drawings be withdrawn. 

The rejection of Claims 1-16 and 18-27 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by "Business Edge Solutions Debuts VelOSSity 3 Platform At 
TeleStrategies OSS World 2001"; PR Newswire; New York, February 6, 2001 and 
Microstrategy web page prints captured via archieve.org, collectively referred to as 
Microstrategy, is respectfully traversed. 

Microstrategy describes a method including creating formatted HTML pages 
containing multiple table and graph reports (page 11). The method includes allowing 
customers to tap a central data warehouse of fleet information to retrieve 
personalized, pre-defined reports (page 14). The method also includes determining a 
number of columns and rows that appear on a page of a report (page 17) and 
displaying multiple reports on the same page (page 18). 

Claim 1 recites a method of communicating business information using a 
network-based system including at least one server coupled to a database and at least 
one device, the method comprising "creating a plurality of dashboards; storing the 
dashboards in the database; populating the dashboards using information from the 
database; providing the dashboards to a user through the device; and recreating, by the 
at least one server, the plurality of dashboards on a scheduled periodic basis." 
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Microstrategy does not describe or suggest a method of communicating 
business infomiation as recited in Claim 1 . Specifically, Microstrategy does not 
describe or suggest recreating, by the at least one server, the plurality of dashboards 
on a scheduled periodic basis. Rather, Microstrategy describes creating formatted 
HTML pages containing multiple table and graph reports and allowing customers to 
tap a central data warehouse of fleet information to retrieve personalized, pre-defined 
reports. Accordingly, Microstrategy does not describe or suggest recreating, by at 
least one server, the plurality of dashboards on a scheduled periodic basis. For the 
reasons set forth above. Claim 1 is submitted to be patentable over Microstrategy. 

Claims 2-10 depend, directly or indirectly, from independent Claim 1. When 
the recitations of Claims 2-10 are considered in combination with the recitations of 
Claim 1, Applicants submit that Claims 2-10 likewise are patentable over 
Microstrategy. 

Claim 1 1 recites a system for communicating business information, the system 
comprising "at least one device; at least one server configured to receive business 
information, store the business information and provide the business information; a 
network connecting said at least one server to said at least one device; said server 
configured to generate at least one dashboeird using the business information and 
regenerate, by using the business information, the at least one dashboard on a 
scheduled periodic basis, the at least one dashboard available through said network 
for display on said device." 

Microstrategy does not describe or suggest a system for communicating 
business information as recited in Claim 1 1 . Specifically, Microstrategy does not 
describe or suggest the server configured to regenerate, by using the business 
information, the at least one dashboard on a scheduled periodic basis. Rather, 
Microstrategy describes creating formatted HTML pages containing multiple table 
and graph reports and allowing customers to tap a central data warehouse of fleet 
information to retrieve personalized, pre-defined reports. Accordingly, Microstrategy 
does not describe or suggest a server configured to regenerate, by using the business 
information, at least one dashboard on a scheduled periodic basis. For the reasons set 
forth above. Claim 1 1 is submitted to be patentable over Microstrategy. 
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Claims 12-16 and 18-20 depend, directly or indirectly, from independent 
Claim 11. When the recitations of Claims 12-16 and 18-20 are considered in 
combination with the recitations of Claim 11, Applicants submit that Claims 12-16 
and 18-20 likewise are patentable over Microstrategy. 

Claim 21 recites a system for communicating business information, the system 
comprising "at least one device; at least one server configured to receive business 
information, store the business information and provide the business information; a 
network connecting said at least one server to said at least one device; and at least one 
dashboard comprising at least one dial comprising a graphic display of the business 
information and a drilldown data display, said dashboard generated by said at least 
one server using the business information and regenerated by said at least one server 
on a scheduled periodic basis, said dashboard stored on said at least one server after 
generation, said dashboard selectively available through said network for display on 
said at least one device." 

Microstrategy does not describe or suggest a system for communicating 
business information as recited in Claim 21 . Specifically, Microstrategy does not 
describe or suggest the dashboard generated by the at least one server using the 
business information and regenerated by the at least one server on a scheduled 
periodic basis. Rather, Microstrategy describes creating formatted HTML pages 
containing multiple table and graph reports and allowing customers to tap a central 
data warehouse of fleet information to retrieve personalized, pre-defined reports. 
Accordingly, Microstrategy does not describe or suggest the dashboard regenerated 
by at least one server on a scheduled periodic basis. For the reasons set forth above. 
Claim 21 is submitted to be patentable over Microstrategy. 

Claim 22 recites a computer program embodied on a computer readable 
medium for managing business information, the program comprising a code segment 
that receives business information and then "maintains a database by adding, deleting 
and updating business information; generates at least one dashboard based on the 
received business information; regenerates the at least one dashboard on a scheduled 
periodic basis; and provides consistent dashboards to users." 
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Microstrategy does not describe or suggest a computer program embodied on 
a computer readable medium for managing business information as recited in Claim 
22. Specifically, Microstrategy does not describe or suggest a code segment that 
regenerates the at least one dashboard on a scheduled periodic basis. Rather, 
Microstrategy describes creating formatted HTML pages containing multiple table 
and graph reports and allowing customers to tap a central data warehouse of fleet 
information to retrieve personalized, pre-defined reports. Accordingly, Microstrategy 
does not describe or suggest a code segment that regenerates the at least one 
dashboard on a scheduled periodic basis. For the reasons set forth above. Claim 22 is 
submitted to be patentable over Microstrategy. 

Claims 23-27 depend from independent Claim 21. When the recitations of 
Claims 23-27 are considered in combination with the recitations of Claim 21, 
Applicants submit that Claims 23-27 likewise are patentable over Microstrategy, 

For at least the reasons set forth above. Applicants respectfully request that the 
Section 102 rejection of Claims 1-16 and 18-27 be withdrawn. 

The rejection of Claim 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Microstrategy in view of Marpe et al. (U.S. Patent No, 6,671,693) is respectfully 
traversed. 

Microstrategy is described above. Marpe et al. describe a system in which 
various categories of project management tools (703), a planning guide (705), and 
industry solution packs (707) relating to a merger and acquisition may be retrieved 
from a single interface (700) (column 17, lines 33-36). The project management tools 
allow users to access templates, create, store and retrieve documents and generate 
reports (column 17, lines 33-35). 

Claim 17 depends on independent Claim 1 1 which recites a system for 
communicating business information, the system comprising "at least one device; at 
least one server configured to receive business information, store the business 
information and provide the business information; a network connecting said at least 
one server to said at least one device; said server configured to generate at least one 
dashboard using the business information and regenerate, by using the business 
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information, the at least one dashboard on a scheduled periodic basis, the at least one 
dashboard available through said network for display on said device." 

Neither Microstrategy nor Marpe et al., considered alone or in combination, 
describe or suggest a system for communicating business information as recited in 
Claim 11. Specifically, neither Microstrategy nor Marpe et al., considered alone or in 
combination, describe or suggest the server configured to regenerate, by using the 
business information, the at least one dashboard on a scheduled periodic basis. 
Rather, Microstrategy describes a system that creates formatted HTML pages 
containing multiple table and graph reports and allows customers to tap a central data 
warehouse of fleet information to retrieve personalized, pre-defmed reports. Marpe et 
al. describe project management tools that allow users to create and retrieve 
documents and generate reports. Accordingly, neither Microstrategy nor Marpe et al., 
considered alone or in combination, describe or suggest the server configured to 
regenerate, by using the business information, at least one dashboard on a scheduled 
periodic basis. For the reasons set forth above. Claim 1 1 is submitted to be patentable 
over Microstrategy in view of Marpe et al. 

When the recitations of Claim 17 are considered in combination with the 
recitations of Claim 11, Applicants submit that Claim 17 likewise is patentable over 
Microstrategy in view of Marpe et al. 

For at least the reasons set forth above. Applicants respectfully request that the 
Section 103 rejection of Claim 17 be withdrawn. 

Moreover, Applicants respectfully submit that the Section 103 rejection of 
Claim 17 is not a proper rejection. As is well established, obviousness carmot be 
established by combining the teachings of the cited art to produce the claimed 
invention, absent some teaching, suggestion, or incentive supporting the combination. 
Neither Microstrategy nor Marpe et al., considered alone or in combination, describe 
or suggest the claimed combination. Furthermore, in contrast to the assertion within 
the Office Action, Applicants respectfully submit that it would not be obvious to one 
skilled in the art to combine Microstrategy with Marpe et al., because there is no 
motivation to combine the references suggested in the cited art itself. 
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As the Federal Circuit has recognized, obviousness is not established merely 
by combining references having different individual elements of pending claims. Ex 
parte Levengood, 28 U.SP.Q.2d 1300 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1993). MPEP 2143.01. 
Rather, there must be some suggestion, outside of Applicants' disclosure, in the prior 
art to combine such references, and a reasonable expectation of success must be both 
found in the prior art, and not based on Applicants' disclosure. In re Vaeck , 20 
U.S.P.Q.2d 1436 (Fed. Cir. 1991). In the present case, neither a suggestion or 
motivation to combine the prior art disclosures, nor any reasonable expectation of 
success has been shown. 

Furthermore, it is impermissible to use the claimed invention as an instruction 
manual or "template" to piece together the teachings of the cited art so that the 
claimed invention is rendered obvious. Specifically, one cannot use hindsight 
reconstruction to pick and choose among isolated disclosures in the art to deprecate 
the claimed invention. Further, it is impermissible to pick and choose from any one 
reference only so much of it as will support a given position, to the exclusion of other 
parts necessary to the full appreciation of what such reference fairly suggests to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. The present Section 103 rejection is based on a combination 
of teachings selected from multiple patents in an attempt to arrive at the claimed 
invention. Specifically, Microstrategy teaches a system that creates formatted HTML 
pages containing multiple table and graph reports and allows customers to tap a 
central data warehouse of fleet information to retrieve personalized, pre-defined 
reports. Marpe et al. teach project management tools that allow users to create and 
retrieve documents and generate reports. Since there is no teaching nor suggestion in 
the cited art for the combination, the Section 103 rejection appears to be based on a 
hindsight reconstruction in which isolated disclosures have been picked and chosen in 
an attempt to deprecate the present invention. Of course, such a combination is 
impermissible, and for this reason alone. Applicants request that the Section 103 
rejections of Claim 17 be withdrawn. 

For at least the reasons set forth above. Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejections of Claim 17 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) be withdrawn. 
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In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, all the claims now active in 
this application are believed to be in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and 
favorable action is respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully Submitted, 

Patrick W. Rasche 
Registration No. 37,916 
ARMSTRONG TEASDALE LLP 
One Metropolitan Square, Suite 2600 
St. Louis, Missouri 63102-2740 
(314) 621-5070 



16 



Page 26 of 43 



r 



14 



Client 
System 




I? 



Server System 



16 




Data Gtofage Devices 



Collection Cotnponent 



90 



Tfadttng CoroponentJ fla 



Displaying Cocnponent 



Recehring Compotient| 9t 

Aocecstng Componeitf| <\% 



Processing Component i 



btfonnaSon FuIQBnnBfit 



Conyonentj ■ ■ 



loo 
loa 



1 



Retrieving ConyonentK : Wsptay Componort fOU 



PrfnBng Component io9 




ile://S:\CLIENTS\12552\00367\Document3.xml 



06/19/2001 




file://S :\CLIENTS\1 2552\00367\Document3.xml 



06/19/2001 



Page 30 of 43 




file://S ACLIENTSM 2552\00367\Document3 .xml 



06/19/2001 




file://S:\CLffiNTS\12552\00367\Document3.xml 



06/19/2001 



Page 39 of 43 



I 



o 
o 




To 



0 



P 
£ 

(9 



rb 



o 



r 



a<7 



u: 



o 



GO O) 



file://S ACLffiNTSM 2552\00367\DocumenG .xml 



06/19/2001 



Page 40 of 43 




file://S:\CLffiNTS\12552\00367\Document3.xml 



06/19/2001 




file://S:\CLIENTS\l 2552\00367\Document3 .xml 



06/19/2001 



Amn5P\^D nW0)-^P Dftf\VJ\/M9^ 



Page 42 of 43 




o 



is 
S 

1 



CO 



CO 

CO 




CO 





; col 






















: C= . 

; .2 : 




: Ct> : 
CXI \ 



; § Jg S 



CP CP CO . CO . CO 

"Si's 

o) ■- 03 ' <i> a> a> 



CO CO c5- c5"CJ> 

<!> • OJ OD CD 



CO • "<0 , CO 

<-> : c_>i c:> 
S - ?^ S ?^ S3 = ^ S S 

I ' -e=± ^ ^ ■ r-^-^ 
<i>:UJ:LIJ;LU LU LU LU 1 1 I I i H tl 

£:Cj>;cj>;c:>^<_>:<_> <_> o S:^ 

o;CO:COiCOiCO C/3 CO CO CO' 



mceaccir'-Qrci: 

<_> ) O . C_> CO <_> 
^7rv,T^ rs, ^ ^ 
£ CD i to J CO * ffi Co 



to ; to ! to QP : CO 



=3 Osl =. CXI 



R pg R n n: 



. CO !aQ ; IjO to fcO ^£J ; 

=M ^ ? : ' 



CD : 



^ H3 SJ S?'S> S? cy^ O> 



o 



« 




iIe://S:\CLIENTS\12552\00367\Document3.xmI 



06/19/2001 



f\c^No^^b nrtAKe5)~UP r)ef*rU\N6- Page 43 of 43 



\ 




file://S:\CLIENTS\12552\00367\Document3.xml 



06/19/2001 



